This is a corrigendum and clarification on behalf of the authors. et al. 2014b), where the last sentence of the last paragraph of the section should state: BValues can be approximated to 18 g CO 2 -eq/km for the net equipment life cycle, after recycling has been credited, and 79 g CO 2 -eq/km for the WTW life cycle based on the WTT stage.^A dditionally, for clarification as regards Table 4 of the original article, the first sentence of the table caption should state: BSensitivity of exemplified production related equipment life cycle GHG emissions to the lifetime driven distance, when presented per kilometer.^Correspondingly, the following two sentences should be added to the second paragraph of section F, BExplanation of Table 4^ , of the Supplementary Information (Nordelöf et al. 2014b) : BThe data from the three studies has been selected and extracted at different levels of aggregation, and implies no harmonization of system boundaries between the examples.
This is a corrigendum and clarification on behalf of the authors. Figure 4 in the original version of this article (Nordelöf et al. 2014a ) has been corrected as regards the results for the Nissan Leaf BEV. The corrected Fig. 4 is presented below, calculated using the 2008 EU-mix electricity causing 467 g CO 2 /kWh (Maas 2013) for the well-to-wheels life cycle, as intended and stated in the original article. The previous Fig. 4 incorrectly showed results based on a Belgian electricity mix. A related clarification, and correction, is made in section K.2, BCalculation of BEV results^, in the Supplementary Information (Nordelöf et al. 2014b) , where the last sentence of the last paragraph of the section should state: BValues can be approximated to 18 g CO 2 -eq/km for the net equipment life cycle, after recycling has been credited, and 79 g CO 2 -eq/km for the WTW life cycle based on the WTT stage.^A dditionally, for clarification as regards Table 4 of the original article, the first sentence of the table caption should state: BSensitivity of exemplified production related equipment life cycle GHG emissions to the lifetime driven distance, when presented per kilometer.^Correspondingly, the following two sentences should be added to the second paragraph of section F, BExplanation of Table 4^ , of the Supplementary Information (Nordelöf et al. 2014b) : BThe data from the three studies has been selected and extracted at different levels of aggregation, and implies no harmonization of system boundaries between the examples. For full details about the equipment life cycle results of each study, we refer to the original references.F inally, and most importantly, neither the corrections related to Fig. 4 , nor the clarifications related to Table 4 , alter any of the discussion or conclusions presented in the original article. 
